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Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-12 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 7-72 is/are rejected. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As per claim 5, it is confusing because it refferes to a method while claiming a 

model. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Notten et al. (US 6,016,047). 

Notten et al. teach a method and system for a battery simulator, comprising: 
As per claim 1, 

providing more than one model of digital circuit, the model adapted to convert at 
least one input into at least one output (column 1, lines 16-35; column 10, lines 5-46); 
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providing an interface, the interface being adapted to pass input to the model, the 
interface being adapted to pass output from the model, said interface is inherently being 
adapted to hide the model (column 10, lines 5-46); 

wherein the customer addresses the interface with the input, the interface directs 
the input to at least one of the models, the model generates the output that passes 
through the interface to the customer (column 10, lines 5-46). 

As per claims 2 and 5, said method and system, wherein the model is selected 
from the group consisting of first principles' models, empirically-based models, and 
hybrid models consisting of combinations of first principles' models and empirically- 
based models (column 3, lines 1-11). 

As per claim 3, said method and system, wherein the input further comprised a 
plurality of inputs (column 10, lines 5-46). 

As per claim 4, said method and system, wherein the output further comprises a 
plurality of outputs (column 10, lines 5-46). 

As per claim 6, said method and system, wherein the output further comprises a 
design of the charge storage device (column 6, lines 40-42). 

As per claims 7 and 8, said method and system, comprising testing procedure 
for the charge storage device (column 25, lines 35-38). 

As per claim 9, Notten et al. teach said method and system, wherein the model 
further comprises a sizing program and a performance program (column 10, lines 5-46). 

As per claim 10, Notten et al. inherently teach that the model further comprises 
an abuse program (column 25, lines 1-13). 
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As per claim 11, Notten et al. inherently teach that executing a simulation further 
comprises the step of optimizing the simulation (column 6, lines 58-59; column 10, lines 
35-37; column 25, lines 35-39). 

As per claim 12, Notten et al. inherently teach that outputting the custom charge 
storage device design further comprises the step of reporting the design (column 1 , 
lines 16-35; column 10, lines 5-46). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure (see form PTO-892). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Igor Borissov at 
telephone number (703) 305-4649. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 
872-9306. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
Supervisor, John Weiss, can be reached at (703) 308- 2702. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306 [Official communications; including After Final 
communications labeled "Box AF"] 
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Hand delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park 5, 2451 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, 7 th floor receptionist. 




JOHN 6.WHSS 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 



